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REMARKS 
Amendments to the claims that are proposed 

Claims 33 and 40, the two independent claims present in this ^plication, are proposed to 
be amende^ to add the following limitation: 

ein the part replacement information is infomaation comprising; infomjation 
identifying said at least one part required for replacement; and infomiation 

g at least one parts supplier dealing with the part required for 
repljacement. 

this limitation may be found in the specification of the application as filed, 
, Figures 1 andl4 and the corresponding portions in the specification. It is 
allowing the proposed amendments to claims 33 and 40 will not require a 
because the addition of the quoted limitation simply explicitly defmes the term 

information" already used in those claims, 
claims remaining in this application are to be the same as before the proposed 
amendmentk namely, claims 33-53. 
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Discussion 

Office Action mailed on October 20, 2005 rejected Claims 33-53 under 35 U-S.C. 
bejing unpatentable over Goimley (U.S. patent 5,513,107) in view of Sheldon, et al 
.765,143). This was a final action. 



proper 



Examiner is respectfully requested to enter the proposed amendments because they 
under 37 C.F.IL §1.11 6(b)(2) ("[a]n amendment presenting rejected claims in 
i|br consideration on appeal maybe admitted"). It is believed that the proposed 
to claims 33 and 40, by adding an additional limitation in order to more specifically 
information/' will present the pending claims in better fbnn for appeal. 



*part replacement i 



the proposed amendments are believed to be proper under 37 C.P.R. § 
Ta]n amendment touching the merits of the application or patent under reexamination 
upon a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the amendment is necessary 
j?arlier presented"). The Examiner will recall that that the final office action provided 
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described as *^ew gtx)iind(s) of rejection," In addition, the Examiner located 
new reference (Sheldon, et al) against the pending claims. 
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1^ it is believed that entry of the proposed amendments will place this 
in condition for allowance. 
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Discussion 

Examiner states that Gonnley (U.S. patent 5,5 13,107) suggests the limitation, "an 

that acquires part replacement information ftom parts suppliers related to 
of at least one part required for rqplacement, in a case where it is detennined by the 
device that at least one part required for replacement exists," (this limitation is from 
claim 33; ind^endent claim 40 has corresponding step limitations) because Gormley 
vehicles at a dealer (col. 8," lines 37-50). However, it is respectftiUy submitted that 
is incorrect 
L 8, lines 37^50, Gormley discloses that 

B event the diagnostic data indicate that a fault is present or suggest that a 
is imminent, the service center communicates an appropriate notice to the 
controller 102 of the vehicle 100, The vehicle controller 102 advises the 
of the vehicle 100 of the problem via the display 100 [sic, should be 110] 
appropriate time. However, for non-urgent concerns, the operator of the 
may be contacted by the dealer with a detailed description at a time 

to the vehicle operator. The operator of the vehicle 100 is thus advised 
the vehicle 100 to be serviced if necessary with the urgency of the service 
being reflected in the service notice. 
sarly described in the above portion, Gomiley merely discloses that the service center 
operator of the vehicle of an imminent problem via the vehicle controller. Gonnley 
that the service center advise the operator of the vehicle on the necessitvof nnn- 
via the dealer. That is, Gormley does not disclose, teach or suggest that the service 
the operator of the vehicle, via the vehicle controller, of information about the 
the vehicle can be serviced. 
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Funher, the Examiner is invited to notice the description in Gormley at col. 4, lines 21-24, 
"[a]s suggested in FIG^ 2, the dealer 106 may communicate with the vehicle controller 102 by 
means ofg_s eparate connection through the vehicle interfaiie IPS tir nth^^iv^ This disclosure 



teaches a direct connection between the dealer and the vehicle controller 102 (presumably when 
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1 00 is in the shop), rather than through the external oonnnunicatioxxs subsystem 144 
! 2 and col. 5, lines 45-54 of Goimley) and the service center. 
Gorjniey clearly does not teach or suggest any connection between the dealer and the 
service center in which information about the dealer is transmitted to the service center. 
Therefore, ttie service center cannot transmit the information about the dealer to the operator of 
the vehicle. 

On t le other hand, in the present invention, a service center transmitting device transmits 
the part replacement information, which is defined in the independent claims 33 and 40, according 
to the proposed amendments, to be "information comprising: iafoimatjon identifying said at least 
one part req aired for replacem ent: and information identifying at least one parts supplier dealing 



with the par ; required for replacement." Gormley does not disclose, teach or suggest this feature 



at all. 

In ac dition, the Examiner states that Sheldon, et al teaches a host computer (acquiring 
device) rece iving order niforxnation for vehicle parts (acquiring part replacement information). 
See Sheldon, et aL at Fig.3 and coL6, lines 56-67. He suggests that the subject matter of the 
claims may 1 le obtained by combining Sheldon, et al. and Gormley, However, this understanding 
is incorrect. 

In co|l.6> lines 56-67, Sheldon, et al disclose. *'FIG.3 is a block diagram of another 
preferred en. bodiment of the inventive system, including a network comprising programmed 
computers 2, 3, 4,5,., and n (where "n "is a number greater than two), and programmed 
computer 50 Each of computers 2, 3, 4, 5 . , andnis operated by personnel of a retail store at 
afirst *vertit.aV level of a part distribution chain (in the sense described above with reference to 
FIG. 2). Coi ^puter 50 is a host computer which generates 'order data ' in accordance with the 
invention in response to 'reference data ' (of the type described above with reference to FIG, 2) 
received from computers 2, 3, 4, 5, . . n. " 
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Further, the Examiner is invited to notice the description in Sheldon, et al at col. 6, lines 
6-11: ''[ffor convenience, the expression 'reference data ' will be employed to denote the sates 
data, inventory data, demographics data (such as vehicle population data), and/or market data 
processed during generation of order data in accordance with the invention. " 

As c learly described in the above portions, Sheldon, et aL naerely disclose that the host 
computer receives information about parts in the retail stores, such as sales data and the retail 
stores' inventories. That is, this information about inventories does not relate to a part required for 



rep.lacemeni. There is no description about the parts required for replacement in Sheldon, et al. 
Therefore, Slheldon, et aL do not disclose, teach or suggest that the host computer advises end-user 
customers on information about a parts si^plier that deals with the part required for replacement. 

Accordingly, if an ordinarily skilled person combines Sheldon, et al. and Goimley, he or 
she would have a teaching of a system in which the host computer or the service center provides 
the operator of the vehicle with information about the retail store's sales data or inventory. This is 
not informa ion that is relevan t and specific to the part required for replacement . The operator 



cannot obtain 'Infonnation comprising: information identifying said at least one part required for 
replacement ; and information identifying at least one parts supplier dealing with the part required 
forrep lacen ent." 

On tl le othCT hand, the claimed subject matter, as proposed to be amended, discloses (in 
claim 33) a j lervice center transmitting device that transmits the part replacement information, 
which is inanimation comprising: infomaation identifying said at least one part required for 

; and information identifying at least one parts supplier dealing with the part required 
nent. (Claim 40, as proposed to be amended, teaches the steps of transmitting and 
notifying tfai s information to the mobile unit) Therefore, a user can quickly find the parts supplier 
vdiich has a ; lecessary part and can provide service to die user's vehicle. 

It is I elieved that Gonnley and Sheldon, et aL, sqiarately or together, do not disclose, 
teach, or suggest the claimed subject matter and that the proposed amendment further 

the claimed subject matter firam that disclosed in the cited references. It is therefore 
submitted th; it the proposed amendments should be entwred. Furthermore, the rejection of the 
pending inde pendent claims, and thus their dependent claims, should be withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 

Claims 33-53 should be amended as proposed above in order to put this ^plication in 

for appeal. In addition* the Applicants submit that the application will also be in 
allowance and respectfully urge the Examiner to pass this case to issue. The 
respectfully invited to telephone the undersigned attorney as needed in. order to 
examination of this application. 
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is authorized to charge any additional fees which may be required or credit 
to deposit account no. 12-0415. In particular, if this response is not timely filed, 
isioner is authorized to treat this response as including a petition to extend the 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136 (a) requesting an extension of time of the number of months 
make this response timely filed and the petition fee due in cotmectibn therewith may 
deposit account no. 12-041S. 
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* ♦ * 



that this correspojidence is being 
facsimile to the United States Patent and 
(USPTO) on the date shown below, 
this cotrespoadeiK^e is being telefaxed to 
Allan Hoosain at the USPTO at 57 1 - 



Respectfully submitted. 
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(323) 934-2300 voice 
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